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ABSTRACT 

Since the 1996 passage of the Personal Responsibility and 
Work Opportunity Act (welfare reform) , impoverished children in single-parent 
families receive less aid than under the previous system, and the most 
disadvantaged of these children have slipped deeper into poverty. This 
research brief summarizes a study that explored the economic well-being of 
children in low-income single-parent families since welfare reform. 
Specifically, the brief examines how family income and access to health 
insurance, food stamps, and cash assistance changed for children in low- 
income single-parent families between 1996 and 2000. While child poverty has 
improved overall (the share of low-income children living in poverty has 
fallen) , children in poor single-parent families in 2000 are less likely to 
receive cash assistance, Medicaid, and food stamps. Even the most 
disadvantaged children — those living in extreme poverty, defined as below 
half the poverty line--are less likely to receive benefits now than 
previously. (Author/HTH) 
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Children in Single-Parent Families Living in Poverty 
Have Fewer Supports after Welfare Reform 

By Deanna M. Lyter, Melissa Sills, and Gi-Taik Oh 

Since welfare reform, impoverished children in single-parent families receive less aid than under the previous 
system and the most disadvantaged of these children have slipped deeper into poverty. This Research-in-Brief 
summarizes a study that explores the economic well-being of children in low-income single-parent families since the 
1996 passage of the Personal Responsibility and Work Opportunity Reconciliation Act (PRWORA) or welfare 
reform. Specifically, we examine how family income and access to health insurance, food stamps, and cash 
assistance changed for children in low-income single-parent families between 1996 and 2000. While child poverty 
has improved overall (the share of low-income children living in poverty has fallen), children in poor single-parent 
families in 2000 are less likely to receive cash assistance, Medicaid, and food stamps. Even the most disadvantaged 
children — those living in extreme poverty, defined as below half the poverty line — are less likely to receive benefits 
now than previously. 



Data Source and Definitions 



We analyze data from the 1996 panel of the Census Bureau's Survey of Income and Program 
Participation (SIPP), using two waves of data collected before and after welfare reform. Wave 1 
covers the period from December 1995 to June 1996, and wave 12 covers from August 1999 to 
February 2000, about four years after the passage of PRWORA.* 



Our sample includes low-income children (below 200 percent of the official poverty line) in 
single-parent families whose parent is a single mother or father.^ We divide these children into 
three categories based on their relationship to the poverty line: near poor, quite poor, and 
extremely poor.^ We also explore the economic outcomes for children of different ages — 
younger than six years of age and between six and seventeen years old. 




Youngest Children Are at the Greatest Risk 




Among all age groups, children are the most vulnerable to poverty (Dalaker 2001), even though 
child poverty has been declining since 1993 (U.S. DOC 2000). Declining child poverty rates 
have been attributed by researchers to a range of factors, including the unprecedented strength of 
the economy during this period (Hotz, Mullin, and Scholz 2001; Porter and Primus 1999), the 




U.S. DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 
Office of Educational Research and Improvement 
EDUCATIONAL RESOURCES INFORMATION 

Y CENTER (ERIC) 

This document has been reproduced as 
received from the person or organization 
originating it. 

□ Minor changes have been made to 
improve reproduction quality. 



PERMISSION TO REPRODUCE AND 
DISSEMINATE THIS MATERIAL HAS 
BEEN GRANTED BY 

hn^dh Y\ji^ 




• Points of view or opinions stated in this 
document do not necessarily represent 
official OERI position or policy. 



TO THE EDUCATIONAL RESOURCES 
INFORMATION CENTER (ERIC) 

1 



ERIC 



I 707 L Street NW^ 



Sui 




best COPY AVAILABLE 

♦ http://www.iwpr.org 




V 



Earned Income Tax Credit (Hotz, Mullin, and Scholz 2001 ; Johnson 2001), and the enactment of 
PRWORA (Sorensen and Oliver 2002). 

Our analysis indicates that by 2000, the share of children with single parents living below the 
poverty line had fallen from 63 percent in 1996 to 56 percent of all low-income children with 
single parents — an 1 1 percent decline. The proportions of children who were classified as quite 
poor and extremely poor declined as well (see Figure 1). 



Figure 1. Proportions of Low-Income Children in Single-Parent Families 
by Poverty Status", Pre- and Post-PRWORA 
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“ Near Poor children have family incomes that are less than 200% but greater than or equal to 100% of the poverty line. Quite Poor 
children have family incomes that are less than 100% and equal to or greater than 50% of the poverty line. Extremely Poor children 
have family incomes below 50% of the poverty line. 

^ Changes from the pre-PRWORA period to the post-PRWORA period are statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level. 

Source: Authors* calculations based on the 1996 panel of SIPP data collected for December 1995 to June 1996 (Wave 1) and for 
August 1999 to February 2000 (Wave 12), 



Our study finds that the youngest children are at the greatest risk. Both before and after welfare 
reform, children younger than six in single-parent families were more likely to live in extreme 
poverty than their older counterparts, notwithstanding the declines in poverty for both younger 
and older children. 

Poverty dropped sigmficantly for quite poor children between the ages of six and seventeen 
(falling from 33 percent of low-income children in 1996 to 30 percent in 2000). In comparison, 
the economic well-being of children younger than six who were quite poor did not improve by a 
statistically significant amount (see Figure 2). 

Young children — less than six years of age — are more likely to be extremely poor than their 
school-aged coimterparts. Prior to welfare reform nearly 38 percent of young children with 
single parents were extremely poor compared with 27 percent of children ages six to seventeen. 
By 2000, these proportions had fallen significantly to 32 percent and 25 percent, respectively. 

The gap between the age groups has diminished, but young children remain at the greatest risk of 
extreme poverty. 
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Figure 2. Proportions of Quite Poor and Extremely Poor Children in Low- 
Income Single-Parent Families by Age, Pre- and Post-PRWORA 
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< Age 6 Age 6-1 7 Poor, < Age 6 Age 6-17 



♦Changes from the pre-PRWORA period to the post-PRWORA period are statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level 

Source: Authors' calculations based on the 1996 panel ofSIPP data collected for December 1995 to June 1996 (Wave 1) and for 
August 1 999 to February 2000 (Wave 1 2). 



Cash Assistance Reached Fewer Children in Poverty 

In 2000, TANF provided less cash assistance to poor children in single-parent families than they 
received in 1996 under TANF's predecessor, APDC."* This was true for both quite poor and 
extremely poor children. 

Cash assistance receipt declined by nearly one-third for quite poor children in single-parent 
families, from 42 percent in 1996 to 29 percent in 2000 (see Figure 3). The sharp decline in 
assistance over four years is not attributable to declining poverty, since during this period the 
proportion of children imder eighteen who were quite poor and lived with single parents dropped 
by only 8 percent.^ If the decline in cash assistance were the result of declining poverty, we 
would expect a much larger reduction in poverty. 

Among extremely poor children in 1996, AFDC coverage was more extensive compared to that 
of quite poor children, which is not surprising given their greater need. By 2000, however, the 
share of extremely poor children receiving TANF had been cut almost in half, from 59 to 31 
percent. Four years after welfare reform children living in extreme poverty were only slightly 
more likely to receive cash assistance than quite poor children (3 1 percent vs. 29 percent, 
respectively). 

Children yoimger than six, already the most likely to be extremely poor, were less likely than 
older children to be covered by TANF in 2000. Among older children in extreme poverty, 
coverage fell by two-fifths (from 57 percent to 33 percent). The share of young children in 
extreme poverty in families receiving TANF dropped by nearly three-fifths (from 61 percent to 
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26 percent). Prior to welfare reform, children yovmger than six were more likely to receive cash 
assistance than their school-aged covmterparts. By 2000, the youngest children were the least 
likely to receive TANF. 



Figure 3. Children in Single-Parent Families Receiving Welfare 
by Poverty Status and Age, Pre- and Post-PRWORA 
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Poor Poor <Age6 Age 6-17 



*Changes from the pre-PRWORA period to the post-PRWORA period are statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level 

Source: Authors* calculations based on the 1996 panel of SIPP data collected for December 1995 to June 1996 (Wave 1) and for 
August 1999 to February 2000 (Wave 12), 



Family Income Declined for Children in Extreme Poverty 

Despite the increased work effort of their parents and declining poverty overall, family income® 
declined for extremely poor children between 1996 and 2000. Extremely poor children slipped 
deeper into poverty. They also suffered the most from the caseload reduction mider TANF. 

Since welfare reform, the proportion of quite poor and extremely poor children whose single 
parents worked at least some of the time increased significantly — from 50 to 60 percent for quite 
poor children and from 21 percent to 30 percent for extremely poor children. Among quite poor 
single-parent families average monthly income increased significantly from 1996 to 2000, but 
young children in this group continue to have comparatively lower monthly incomes than older 
children, on average: 

• For quite poor children under six, family income rose from $988 to $1,057 — an 
average of $69 more per month. 

• For quite poor children between six and seventeen, family income rose from $1,029 
to $1,102 — a $73 average monthly increase. 
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While the income picture for children who are quite poor shows improvement, it is decidedly 
negative for children in extreme poverty (see Figure 4). For both age groups living in extreme 
poverty, average monthly family income dropped significantly after welfare reform. Once again, 
the hardest hit have been those already facing the greatest risk — children yoimger than six years 
of age. 

• For children yoimger than six living in extreme poverty, family income declined from 
$380 to $301 — a decline of $79 per month on average. 

• For school-aged children living in extreme poverty, family income fell from $419 to 
$379 — a $40 monthly decrease on average. 



Figure 4. Average Monthly Income for Children in Single-Parent Families 
by Poverty Status and Age, Pre- and Post-PRWORA 
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*Changes from the pre-PRWORA period to the post-PRWORA period are statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level 

Source: Authors* calculations based on the 1996 panel of SIPP data collected for December 1995 to June 1996 (Wave 1) and for 
August 1999 to February 2000 (Wave 12). 



The decline in income is largely the result of fewer children receiving cash assistance from 
TANF (see Figure 5). Between 1996 and 2000 there was no statistically significant change in 
the average monthly income of non-recipient single-parent families in extreme poverty. This 
group, although very poor, is not worse off after welfare reform. Extremely poor single-parent 
families that receive TANF, however, have monthly incomes nearly 60 percent larger than the 
incomes of non-recipient single-parent families in extreme poverty: 

• For children younger than six in families receiving TANF, the average monthly family 
income was $416 compared with $260 for non-receiving families. 

• For school-aged children in families receiving TANF, the average monthly family 
income was $504 compared with $318 for non-receiving families. 
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Figure 5. Average Monthly Income for Children in Extremely Poor 
Single-Parent Families by Age and Welfare Status, 

Pre- and Post-PRWORA 
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♦Changes from the pre-PRWORA period to the post-PRWORA period are statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level 

Source: Authors* calculations based on the 1996 panel of SIPP data collected for December 1995 to June 1996 (Wave 1) and for 
August 1999 to February 2000 (Wave 12). 



Children in extreme poverty in 2000 lived in deeper conditions of poverty compared with their 
coimterparts in 1996. The fact that fewer children and their families receive welfare does not 
mean that poverty among the poorest is on the decline and that welfare is no longer needed. On 
the contrary, the need for income support remains just as great, if not greater, but many of those 
who are in need are no longer receiving cash assistance. Consequently, the poorest children are 
suffering the most from the caseload reduction focus of the 1996 welfare reform legislation. 

Health Insurance Coverage Declined for Children in 
Extreme Poverty 

Falling child poverty and increasing parental work participation did not lead to increased health 
care coverage.^ Poor children living with single parents were at a greater risk of going without 
health care coverage four years after welfare reform. From the pre-reform period to the post- 
reform period, access to health insurance fell slightly for quite poor children, but the change was 
not statistically significant (see Figure 6). In contrast, the percentage of extremely poor children 
without any health insurance increased by two-thirds from 15 percent to 25 percent of extremely 
poor children. Prior to welfare reform, children in extreme poverty were less likely than quite 
poor children to lack health care coverage. By 2000, this relationship had reversed, leaving those 
in extreme poverty at greater risk of being uninsured. 
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Figure 6. Uninsured Children in Single-Parent Families 

by Poverty Status and Age, Pre- and Post-PRWORA 
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♦Changes from the pre-PRWORA period to the post-PRWORA period are statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level. 

Source: Authors* calculations based on the 1996 panel of SIPP data collected for December 1995 to June 1996 (Wave 1) and for 
August 1999 to February 2000 (Wave 12). 



Younger children in extreme poverty became uninsured at a greater rate than school-aged 
children. The percentage of extremely poor children without any health insurance nearly 
doubled for young children, while increasing by more than 50 percent for school-aged children. 
Although younger children were much less likely than older children to lack health insurance in 
the pre-reform period, the gap between the age categories began to close after welfare reform as 
both age groups lost health insurance. Yet, younger children lost coverage even more rapidly 
than older children. 

Falling rates of Medicaid enrollment contributed to the increasing rates of uninsured children. 
Between the pre-reform and post-reform period, Medicaid coverage declined by 4 percentage 
points for quite poor children and 1 1 percentage points for extremely poor children (see Figure 
7). Both age groups living in extreme poverty experienced a 14 percent decline in Medicaid 
coverage, but very young children received better coverage than their older counterparts in both 
periods. Our findings show that private health insurance coverage did not compensate for these 
declines in Medicaid enrollment among children in single-parent families who were quite poor 
and extremely poor. 

Among all low-income children living in single-parent families, Medicaid enrollment declined 
by 5 percent for welfare recipients and increased by 8 percent for non-recipients fi"om the pre- 
reform to the post-reform period (data not shown). Medicaid coverage rates, however, remained 
much higher for children living with single parents who received TANF than for children in 
families that did not receive welfare (88 percent vs. 41 percent). Families already in the system 
and receiving cash assistance were far more likely to enroll their children in Medicaid. 
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Figure 7. Children in Single-Parent Families with Medicaid Coverage by 
Poverty Status and Age, Pre- and Post-PRWORA 



Quite 

Poor 




R68.1 

ir.8* 



Extremely 

Poor 




Extremely 

Poor, 

< Age 6 




gsi.o 



ODPre-PRWORA 
■ Post-PRWORA 



Extremely 

Poor, 

Age 6-17 




0 



15 



30 



45 



60 



75 



90 



Percent of Children 



*Changes from the pre-PRWORA period to the post-PRWORA period are statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level 

Source: Authors* calculations based on the 1996 panel of SIPP data collected for December 1995 to June 1996 (Wave 1) and for 
August 1999 to February 2000 (Wave 12). 



Fewer Poor Children Received Food Stamps 

For all poor children in single-parent families, access to food stamps declined between 1996 and 
2000.^ This was true for both quite poor and extremely poor children. The proportion of 
children whose families received no food stamps rose from 36 percent to 47 percent for quite 
poor children and from 27 percent to 37 percent for extremely poor children (see Figure 8). This 
change reflects a 30 percent increase in the proportion of quite poor children and a 36 percent 
increase in the proportion of extremely poor children without access to food stamps. 

Food stamp coverage declined for all children living in extreme poverty. Prior to welfare 
reform, younger children were slightly more likely to receive food stamps than older children. 
These circumstances reversed, leaving young children with less access after welfare reform. By 
2000, the percentage of children who lived in extreme poverty but did not receive any food 
stamps had increased by 32 percent for school-aged children and 44 percent for young children. 

There were no significant changes in food stamp receipt for welfare recipients and non-recipients 
between 1996 and 2000 (data not shown). Low-income children in families who received 
welfare, however, were reached the most effectively. Over 90 percent of children in welfare- 
receiving families had some food stamp coverage, compared with less than one-third of children 
in non-receiving families. This indicates that families who were in the system and receiving 
welfare were more likely to have access to additional supports. Families who were not receiving 
TANF because of time limits, sanctions, and/or because they were working may have found 
themselves isolated from important sources of support like Medicaid and food stamps. 
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Figure 8. Children in Single-Parent Families without Food Stamps by Poverty 
Status and Age, Pre- and Post-PRWORA 
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■“Changes from the pre-PRWORA period to the post-PRWORA period are statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level 

Source: Authors* calculations based on the 1996 panel of SIPP data collected for December 1995 to June 1996 (Wave 1) and for 
August 1999 to February 2000 (Wave 12). 



Conclusion 

While many herald the success of welfare reform because of increasing work participation by 
adults, diminishing caseloads, and declining poverty, a more complex picture is emerging. Not 
all families have experienced an increase in their ability to be self-sufficient. Not all children are 
better off economically. Children and families who live in conditions of extreme poverty have 
not had their lives improved by the stricter requirements of PRWORA. Instead, between 1996 
and 2000 average family income dropped and access to important support services declined for 
children most in need. Poor children living in single-parent families — ^both those who were quite 
poor and extremely poor — ^were less likely to receive TANF, Medicaid, and food stamps in 2000 
than in 1996. Those in families who were not receiving TANF were much less likely to receive 
Medicaid or food stamps than the shrinking number of children who received TANF. 

Given the strong emphasis on work first, time limits, and caseload reduction in the post-welfare 
reform era, children who remain poor are not likely to receive the cash assistance, Medicaid, and 
food stamps they need. 
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Endnotes 









* There are foiir rotation groups of respondents in each wave who report on the previous foxir months. Because the 
rotation groups are staggered, the information provided for each wave covers seven calendar months. 

^ All children in the sample are younger than eighteen years of age and are related to the survey’s reference person 
in the following ways: own child, grandchild, foster child, brother or sister, other relative, or unrelated child. We 
have included a broad array of children in order to capture the multitude of family arrangements and to create a 
representative economic picture of low- income children. We have chosen to use the term “parent” because the 
reference adult is fulfilling the role of parent. Consequently, in this sample, parents include biological parents, 
step-parents, adopted parents, foster parents, grandparents, aunts, uncles, older siblings, or other related and 
unrelated caregivers. Parents are defined as single if they were widowed, divorced, separated, or never married 
for each month of the survey period. In 1996, 10.6% of low-income children with single parents lived with single 
men and 89.4% lived with single women. In 2000, 88.4% of low-income children with single parents lived with 
single women and 1 1.6% lived with single men. 

^ We define a child as low income if his or her family’s average monthly income during the survey period falls 
below 200 percent of the official poverty level based on family size. We divide children who are living below the 
poverty line into those who are “quite poor” and those who are “extremely poor” in order to highlight die 
differences in packages of support being received by each subgroup. A child is defined as quite poor when the 
average income of the child’s family is less than 100 percent but greater than or equal to 50 percent of the official 
poverty threshold in each of the four months. A child who is extremely poor lives in a family with an average 
family income that is below 50 percent of the official poverty threshold 

^ Children are identified as receiving welfare if their families reported receiving cash assistance through TANF or 
AFDC at any time during the four-month reference period. 

^ The proportion of quite poor children dropped &om 32% in 1996 to 29.4% in 2000 - an 8 percent decline. 

® Family income includes all income and benefits received from government programs (i.e. food stamps, welfare, 
SSI, unemployment insurance, disability insurance, etc.), earnings, child support, and all other sources. All 
income figures are in February 2000 dollars. 

^ Children are defined as having health care coverage (i.e., Medicaid, Private Health Insurance, Military-related 
coverage, or any coverage) if they were covered by one of these sources at any time during the reference period. 
Uninsured children reported no health insurance coverage during the four-month reference period. The sources of 
health care coverage do not sum to 100 percent because some children have more than one source of health 
insurance. 

® Children with access to food stamps reported receiving food stamps at any time during the reference period. 
Children without access to food stamps received no food stamps during the four-month reference period. 

References 

Dalaker, Joseph. 2001. Poverty in the United States: 2001. Current Population Reports, Consumer Income. US 
Department of Commerce, Census Bureau. DC: GPO. 

Hotz, V. Joseph, Charles H. Mullin, and John Karl Scholz. 2001. “The Earned Income Tax Credit and Labor Market 
Participation of Families on Welfare," Working Paper no. 214. Chicago: Joint Center for Poverty Research. 

Johnson, Nicholas. 2001. A Hand Up: How State Earned Income Tax Credits Help Working Families Escape 
Poverty in 2001. Washington, DC: Center on Budget and Policy Priorities. 




10 



ii 



Institute for Women’s Policy Research 



.4 



i 



Porter, Kathryn and Wendell Primus. 1999. Recent Changes in the Impact of the Safety Net on Child Poverty. 
Washington, DC: The Urban Institute. 

Sorensen, Elaine and Helen Oliver. 2002. Child Support and Reforms in PRWORA: Initial Impacts. Washington, 
DC: The Urban Institute. 

U.S. Department of Commerce (DOC), Census Bureau. 2000. Current Population Survey, March Supplement. 
Historical Poverty Tables, Table 3 (Poverty Status of People by Age, Race, and Hispanic Origin: 1959 to 
2000). <http://www.census.gov/hhes/poverty/histpov/hstpov3.html> (August 1, 2002). 



The study summarized in this Research-in-Brief is funded through the generous support of the David and Lucile 
Packard Foundation and the Charles Stewart Mott Foundation. The research is based on a preliminary study 
designed by Janice Peterson and Xue Song, former researchers at IWPR. Gi-Taik Oh, Senior Data Analyst at 
IWPR, prepared the data file, and Deanna Lyter, Research Associate, performed the data analysis. The full version 
of the report is expected to be published in Fall 2002. 



The Institute for Women’s Policy Research (IWPR) is a scientific research organization dedicated to informing and 
stimulating debate on public policy issues of critical importance to women and their families. IWPR focuses on 
issues of poverty and welfare, employment and earnings, work and family issues, the economic and social aspects of 
health care and safety, and women’s civic and political participation. The Institute works with policymakers, 
scholars, and public interest groups to design, execute, and disseminate research and to build a network of 
individuals and organizations that conduct and use women-oriented policy research. 

IWPR, an independent, nonprofit organization, also works in affiliation with the graduate programs in public policy 
and women’s studies at The George Washington University. IWPR’s work is supported by foundation grants, 
government grants and contracts, donations from individuals, and contributions from organizations and corporations. 
IWPR is a 501(c)(3) tax-exempt organization. 

The Institute for Women’s Policy Research 
1707 L Street NW Suite 750 
Washington, DC 20036 
phone: 202-785-5100 
email: iwpr@iwpr.org 
website: www.iwpr.org 



12 




Children in Single-Parent Families 



11 




U.S. Department of Education 

Office of Educational Research and Improvement (OERI) 
National Library of Education (NLE) 

Educational Resources Information Center (ERIC) 

REPRODUCTION RELEASE 

(Specific Document) 




I. DOCUMENT IDENTIFICATION: 



Title: 0 VVi if C^\ V \ ^ Vv 




\ 


Author(s): /Oh S>'(/s 


^ . 7 ^ - 

Corporate Source: 


Publication Date: 

2.cTd3 



II. REPRODUCTION RELEASE: 



in order to disseminate as widely as possible timely and significant materials of interest to the educational community, documents announced in the 
monthly abstract journal of the ERIC system, Resources in Education (RIE), are usually made available to users in microfiche, reproduced paper copy, and 
electronic media, and sold through the ERIC Document Reproduction Service (EDRS). Credit is given to the source of each document, and, if reproduction 
release is granted, one of the following notices is affixed to the document. 



if permission is granted to reproduce and disseminate the identified document, please CHECK ONE of the following three options and sign at the bottom 
of the page. 



The sample sticker shown below will be The sample sticker shown below will be 

affixed to all Level 1 documents affixed to all Level 2A documents 



PERMISSION TO REPRODUCE AND 




PERMISSION TO REPRODUCE AND 
DISSEMINATE THIS MATERIAL IN 


DISSEMINATE THIS MATERIAL HAS 




MICROFICHE. AND IN ELECTRONIC MEDIA 


BEEN GRANTED BY 




FOR ERIC COLLECTION SUBSCRIBERS ONLY. 






HAS BEEN GRANTED BY 






cJ^ 


TO THE EDUCATIONAL RESOURCES 




TO THE EDUCATIONAL RESOURCES 


INFORMATION CENTER (ERIC) 




INFORMATION CENTER (ERIC) 


1 




2A 



The sample sticker shown below will be 
affixed to all Level 2B documents 



PERMISSION TO REPRODUCE AND 
DISSEMINATE THIS MATERIAL IN 
MICROFICHE ONLY HAS BEEN GRANTED BY 



TO THE EDUCATIONAL RESOURCES 
INFORMATION CENTER (ERIC) 

2B 





Check here for Level 1 rdlease>permitting reproduction 
and dissemination in microfiche or other ERIC archival 
media (e.g., electronic) and paper copy. 



Level 2A 

T 



Ched( here for Level 2A rdease, permitting reproduction 
and dissemination in microfiche and in electronic media for 
ERIC archival collection subscribers only 



Level 2B 

T 



Check here for Level 2B release, permitting reproduction 
and dissemination in microfiche only 



Sign 

here, “ 
please 



O 

lie 



Documents will be processed as indicated provided reproduction quality permits. 

If permission to reproduce is granted, but no box is chedted, documents wifi be processed at Level 1 . 



/ hereby grant to the Educational Resources Information Center (ERIC) nonexclusive permission to reproduce and disseminate this 
document as indicated above. Reproduction from the ERIC microfiche or electronic media by persons other than ERIC employees and 
its system contractors requires permission from the copyright holder. Exception is made for non-profit reproduction by libraries and other 
service agencies to satisfy information needs of educators in response to discrete inquiries. 




Printed Name/Position/Title; 



Organization/Address: 



iM^nT7/75_ P&a cy 

noi/ -^^ 56 , 



'^°2°- 7^5 - 6/4rti 



E-Mail Addresi 






III. DOCUMENT AVAILABILITY INFORMATION (FROM NON-ERIC SOURCE): 

If permission to reproduce is not granted to ERIC, or, if you wish ERIC to cite the availability of the document from another source, please 
provide the following information regarding the availability of the document. (ERIC will not announce a document unless it is publicly 
available, and a dependable source can be specified. Contributors should also be aware that ERIC selection criteria are significantly more 
stringent for documents that cannot be made available through EDRS.) 



Publisher/Distributor: 



Address: 



Price: 



IV. REFERRAL OF ERIC TO COPYRIGHT/REPRODUCTION RIGHTS HOLDER: 

If the right to grant this reproduction release is held by someone other than the addressee, please provide the appropriate name and 




V. WHERE TO SEND THIS FORM: 



Karen E. Smith, Assistant Director 
Send this form to the following ERIC Clearinghouse: ERIC/EECE 

Children’s Research Center 
University of Illinois 
5 1 Gerty Dr. 

Champaign, IL 61820-7469 



However, if solicited by the ERIC Facility, or if making an unsolicited contribution to ERIC, return this form (and the document being 
contributed) to: 



O 



ERIC 088 (Rev. 2/2001) 



ERIC Processing and Reference Facility 
4483-A Forbes Boulevard 
Lanham, Maryland 20706 



Telephone: 
Toll Free: 
FAX: 
e-mail: 
WWW: 



301-552-4200 

800-799-3742 

301-552-4700 

info@ericfac.piccard.csc.com 

http://ericfacility.org 



